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disposable force into the field, and when the nation is
wealthy and populous it soon becomes victorious ; but
if ever it is conquered, and its territory invaded, it has
few resources at command; and if the enemy takes
the capital, the nation is lost. This may very well be
explained ; as each member of the community is
individually isolated and extremely powerless, no one
of the whole body can either defend himself or present
a rallying-point to others. Nothing is strong in a
democratic country except the State ; as the military
strength of the State is destroyed by the destruction of
the army, and its civil power paralysed by the capture
of the chief city, all that remains is only a multitude
without strength or government, unable to resist the
organized power by which it is assailed. I am aware
that this danger may be lessened by the creation of
provincial liberties, and consequently of provincial
powers, but this remedy will always be insufficient.
For after such a catastrophe not only is the population
unable to carry on hostilities, but it may be appre-
hended that they will not be inclined to attempt it.
In accordance with the law of nations adopted in
civilized countries, the object of wars is not to seize
the property of private individuals, but simply to get
possession of political power. The destruction of
private property is only occasionally resorted to for
the purpose of attaining the latter object. When an
aristocratic country is invaded after the defeat of its
army, the nobles, although they are at the same time
the wealthiest members of the community, will con-
tinue to defend themselves individually rather than
submit; for if the conqueror remained master of the
country, he would deprive them of their political
power, to which they cling even more closely than
to their property. They therefore prefer fighting to
subjection, which is to them the greatest of all mis-